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APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF 



In response to the Examiner's Answer mailed December 20, 2010, Appellant respectfully 
submits that based on at least the arguments provided in the Appeal Brief of October 12, 2010, 
Claims 1-5 are patentable over the applied references. The following comments are respectfully 
submitted in order to address statements made in the Examiner's Answer. 

In reply to the Examiner's Response regarding Claims 1 -3, Appellant still disagrees with the 
Examiner's characterization of the icon in Cox as being a state indicator. The icon in Cox merely 
indicates a program that will be executed when the icon is selected. 

Additionally, independent Claim 1 recites state indicators that indicate a change in a state of a 
portable terminal operation. However, no state changes in a portable terminal are used by Cox to 
change the appearance or operation of an icon. 

Further, Appellant still disagrees with the Examiner's characterization a user changing the 
appearance and operation of an icon being equivalent with the registering of a different function to 
the related individual state indicator corresponding to a current state change as recited in independent 
Claim 1 . The icon in Cox merely indicates a program that will be executed when the icon is selected, 
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and has nothing to do with a current state change in a portable terminal. 

Further, Appellant still disagrees with the Examiner's characterization of Moon as teaching a 
state indicator whose representation and function changes according to a state change. Moon scrolls 
through or displays different meters, i.e., state indicators, based on timing or an occurrence of a state 
change corresponding to a respective meter. Moon fails to teach or suggest multiple functions that 
are registered to the state indicator corresponding to different states as indicated by the indicator. 

In reply to the Examiner's Response regarding Claim 4, independent Claim 4 is more 
specifically directed to a message state indicator . That is, independent Claim 4 recites registering two 
functions to a message state indicator, which are respectively selectable by touching the message 
state indicator, based on the current state of the portable terminal, i.e., whether the indicator is altered 
or not. 

Neither Cox nor Moon, either alone or combination, provides any teaching or suggestion for 
the selection of a state indicator invoking a function. Accordingly, these references also fail to teach 
or suggest registering an initial function to the related individual message state indicator 
corresponding to an initial state of a messaging operation, and registering an individual message 
reading function to the related individual message state indicator, as recited in independent Claim 4. 

In reply to the Examiner's Response regarding Claim 5, independent Claim 5 is more 
specifically directed to an alarm state indicator . That is, independent Claim 5 recites registering two 
functions to an alarm state indicator, which are respectively selectable by touching the message state 
indicator, based on the current state of the portable terminal, i.e., whether the indicator is altered or 
not. 

As described above, neither Cox nor Moon, either alone or combination, provides any 
teaching or suggestion for the selection of a state indicator invoking a function. Accordingly, these 
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references also fail to teach or suggest registering an initial function to the related individual alarm 
state indicator corresponding to an initial state of an alarm operation, and registering an alarm 
function to the related individual alarm state indicator , as recited in independent Claim 5. 

Based on the forgoing and the arguments provided in the Appeal Brief of October 1 2, 201 0, it 
is respectfully submitted that independent Claims 1 -5 are patentably distinct over Cox in view of 



Accordingly, Appellant asserts that independent Claims 1-5 are allowable, and respectfully 
request withdrawal of the rejection of this claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Accordingly, the rejection of Claims 1 -5 must be reversed, and Claims 1 - 1 9 are believed to 
be allowable. 
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Moon. 
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